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Patent Application No. 8-518583 

Drafted Date of this Notice: November 2, 2001 

Patent Office Examiner: Koichi NIIMI 

Attorneys for the Applicant: Tsutomu TOYAMA et al . (2 others) 

Applied Provisions of Patent Law: Article 29, Paragraph 1 

Article 29, Paragraph 2 
Article 36 



This application is to be rejected for the reasons stated 
below. If the applicant has any arguments against the Reasons 
for Rejection of this Notice, such arguments should be filed 
within 60 days from the mailing date of this NOTICE. 



REASONS 



(1) The inventions claimed in the below listed claims of 
this application are the inventions described in the below listed 
publications which were distributed in Japan or foreign country 
prior to the filing of this application, and, therefore, these 
inventions are unpatentable under Article 29, Paragraph 1, Item 
(3) of Patent Law. 

(2) The inventions claimed in the below listed claims of 
this application could have been easily accomplished by one of 
ordinary skill in this art based on the inventions described in 
the respectively listed publications distributed in Japan or 
elsewhere prior to the filing of this application, and, 
therefore, the inventions of this application are unpatentable 
under Article 29, Paragraph 2 of Patent Law. 

(3) Claims of this application do not meet the require- 
ments of Article 36, Paragraph 6, Item (2) of Patent Law in 
respect of the below indicated point. 

(4) The description of the invention of this application 
does not meet the requirements of Article 36, Paragraph 4 of 
Patent Law. 
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NOTES (Cited Documents are listed at the end) 



Regarding Reasons (1) and (2) : 

Claims 1 and 2 
Notes : 

The cited Document 1 describes that the anti-vWF antibody 
NMC-4 prohibits RIPA and BIPA, and the cited Doc\iment 2 describes 
that this same anti-vWF antibody NMC-4 as that in the cited 
Document 1 prohibits SIPA, too. 

The use of an antibody, which prohibits blood platelet 
aggregation reaction, as an anti-thrombotic agent is the idea 
that can be easily arrived at by one of ordinary skill in this 
art , 

Neither of the above-mentioned Documents describes expre- 
ssely that the NMC-4 "does not cause bleeding at an medicinally 
effective does to exhibit anti-thrombotic action", but from the 
text of specification of this application and the afore-mentioned 
cited Documents, it cannot be recognized that the NMC-4 causes 
the bleeding action. Thus, this point cannot be regarded as a 
distinctive point of difference. 

If it is clarified that the NMC-4 has bleeding action, this 
reason for rejection could be eliminated. 

Claim 10 
Notes : 

The properties of monoclonal antibody recited in this claim 
are the properties which can be possessed by a monoclonal 
antibody having merely the same epitope as that of Aj vW-1, 2, 3, 4 . 
Although the epitope of NMC-4 is different from the epitope of 
Aj vW-1, 2,3,4 (as taught in the examples of the present 
application) , it cannot be confirmed that the known anti-vWF 
monoclonal antibodies as described, for example, in the cited 
Documents 3-5 have epitopes which are different from the epitope 
of AjvW-1, 2, 3, 4 . Thus, the invention of this application cannot 
be substantially distinguished from the various known anti-vWF 
monoclonal. Consequently, the invention of this application is 
the same as the known anti-vWF monoclonal. 

Regarding Reasons (3) and (4) : 

The definition of the term "variant" is not clear, and 
therefore, the inventions of Claims 3, 6, 9, 12 and 14 are 
indefinite . 

Regarding the monoclonal antibody having the properties as 
recited in Claim 10, it is not actually produced according to the 
description of the invention, specifically the description of 
examples. Thus, even one of the ordinary skill in this art 
cannot obtain the antibody of Claim 10 based on such description 
of the invention, without performing excessive experiments. 
Therefore, the detailed description of the invention of this 
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application fails to describe the invention sufficiently and 
clearly to enable one of ordinary skill in this art to work the 
invention of Claim 10, 




LIST OF CITED DOCUMENTS 

Blood, Vol.77, No.l/ P, 113-120 (1991)' 
Circulation, Vol.86, No. 6, P. 1859-1863 (1992)' 
Thromb.Haemostasis, Vol.60, No. 2, P. 182-187 (1988)' 
Thromb.Haemostasis, Vol.57, No. 3, P. 278-282 (1987) - 
Blood, Vol.80, No.l, P. 113-120 (1992)- 



Regarding the inventions of other claims than the claims 
indicated above, no reason for rejection is found at this stage. 
If and when a new reason for rejection is found, a new Notice of 
Reason for Rejection will be issued. 
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